Atty. Docket No. 388.0002 

Amendment Dated May 23, 2005 

Reply to Office action of November 23, 2004 

Appl. No. 10/758,194 

REMARKS 

Upon entry of this Amendment, claims 1-20 are all the claims pending in the 
application. Claims 1-17 have been examined and have been rejected. Specifically, 
Claim 1,2, 4-9, and 11-17 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hurd (US Pat. 4,457,422); Claim 3 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over the combination of Hurd in view of Anmahian (US 
Pat. 4,393,758); and Claim 10 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Hurd and Schwing et al (US Pat. 4,951 ,806). 

For the reasons set forth below, Applicants respectfully traverse the rejections 
and request favorable disposition of the application. 

Argument 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

The rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102 is based solely on Hurd (US Pat. 
4,457,422). In other words, Hurd is relied on exclusively for describing and showing 
elements corresponding to each and every limitation recited in each of independent 
claims 1 and 15 as well as dependant claims 2, 4-9,11-14, and 16 and 17, dependant 
respectively, from one of the independent claims, either directly or serially. 

Referring to claim 1 , as now amended, Hurd does not anticipate or render that 
claim unpatentable. As noted in the office action, Hurd describes an inlet 104; an outlet 
106; a first endless conveying element 96 having a contact surface and configured to 
transport at least one object along a transportation path from proximate the inlet to 



8 



Atty. Docket No. 388.0002 
Amendment Dated May 23 2005 
Reply to Office action of February 23, 2005 
ADPl No. 10/758,194 

^a.su.aoea^asecu.apo.ononhe.ranspo^onpa,. 

Toe^ep— „ fth eap. i ca, to ,App ta nts h avaa m enaea d a, m 1as 

Ipioysapairotcontronting bete9 4a„aS 6f o r — g ca rt ons Wh a re eac^,s 

trained over its independent guidance system. 

Hurd describes the upper belt 94 as extending: 

from , h eentrancesec^^ 

of pulleys including idler rollers 108 a tens o g succession of 

Col. 4, lines 24-31 

Hurd describes the lower belt 96 as being: 

trained over a plurality of roller 120 

arranged in a convex row. 
Col. 4, lines 32-39. 
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Notably. Hurd also specially discloses the presence of a straight section 126 
as we,, astheuseo.aplurali.yo, sgueeze rollers .2* disposed, in part, .herealong, to 
m ain.ain.ension b ya,en.,es q uee Z eac.ion"on«tehel.s.(See,Co,.4,ines40-52.) 

As amended, claim 1 affirmatively reci.es .he following limitations nedher 
disclosed nor suggested by Hurd. Those limitedons include, e.g.: 1) a generally 
cu „i,ineartranspor,a.ionpa,;2)an endless conveying elemenffo transport a. leas, 
one object having a confac. surface defrning a portion of said curviiinear 
asportation path; 3, a main guide element including a generally arcuate pertmetrtc 
surfa oe delineating a portion o, said curvilinear transportation pafh; and 4) a securing 
elemenUhatposidons a, tea, one ob ie c. on .he contec. surface along ,e curvilinear 
tra „sporta.ion pa«h. Accordingly, claim 1 rec«es a novel structure and is patentable 
over Hurd (as we,, as.he Cher pdorarto, record) and .be rejeCion o, Cairn . should be 
withdrawn. 

Cairns 2 and 4, respective^, are dependant claims from independent ctaim 1 . 
Th ose dependant c,a,ms incorporate a,, of .he limitetions o, Calm . and further recite 

« the object is secured between the securing surface and .he contact surface. 

Because Hurd does no, anticipate or render obvious .he invenfion o, Cairn 1 , .he 
a ddd,ona, m od W n g ,anguageconte l ned,nCa,ms2and4a,so^te^enteb,esubjeC 

matter. 
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Cairn 5 depends from dependant Cairn 4 and further defines the invention as 
possessing a second main guide element and a serpenfine transportation path and 
vertical displacement between the iniet and oufiet. The invention o, claim 5 presents a 

reason than its dependence on independent claim 1 . 

Dependant ciaim 6 and Cairn 7 recite a spedfied spatial relationship of the 
respectivecomponentscomprisingtheinvenfionotclaim, LiKe claim, these further 

Dependant Cairns 8, 9, 11. 12, 13, 14, and 16 are likewise patentable over, he 
pHorartofrecondatleast by virtue of Iheir dependence on independen, Calm 1 and by 

addfiional limfiafions of a dhve system, and by delineating sterility. 
Rejection Under 35 U.S.C.§103 

The Examiner rejected claim 3 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 4,457,422 to Hard in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,393.758 to 
Anmahian. 

Applicants have amended claim3 to maKe more apparent differences between 
„ Calmed invention and the prior a. Applicants respectfully subnfit that the now 
amended pending Caim3is patentable over.be art o, record, and is otherwise in 
condition for allowance. 



11 



Atty. Docket No. 38^0002 
Amendment Dated May 23 , 2005 
Reply to Office action of February 23, 2005 
Appl. No. 10/758,194 

Tnedetailso, Herd are disced above. Anmanian was cited as Proadiy 

LI--— n 9 -^-- re e th e Pro ,sed— oon 

longBu « aXiS -o n ,e b e tt( SeeCo,a, n ne 1 0.H, ,n add., Ann*™ 

— ^ — — 
^ rt ,e b en i n to a„ove rt app i n g oden*^e reby «n gth e to « W ,p re ss Ur e 

ove rth e*,CoU,ee,Co, 6 , i n e5 ,.Beca U se th e i ^ 0fth e« 
^eisto^d^.eoonvevor-^d.e^.^carned^n,. 

L^^*-*-«^^;j^ 

withboth H Uf dand,e Pf esenUnven fl on .See^Oo.on.33,^, • * 
u SP01 1 25, 1 1 2 7 (F ed.C, 1984,(f l nd i n g nosu gg es ti on tom od« y apno r a rt dev,e 

p.sentlnHe.w.ere.eeonvevor^aresepa^anddnVenMependen^, 
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h ,„mbinaton of Hurt and Anmahian does not even make 
Consequently, the proposed combination or nu 

the invention defined in Claim 3. 

„„ A P «,isc 5103(a) asbeing unpatentable 
The Examiner rejected claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. §1UJ( ) 

16(22(C o,4,1 l ne31.34,40),batco-actw.,a,era, re ,nfo rc emen te 2 7 andbuc W ed^ 

.mbinationof Calm 10, because a purpose of the Calmed invention^ thereby be 
seated. Firsf,«hePi g ure7embodimen,o,Hurdreliesont W o independent, spaced 

. * i hoit fanners are specifically designed to 
belts while the laterally directed Schwmg et al belt fasteners 

■^-engage, ^.th.^--^^"^- 1 " 

, fflB rco. 3 .ines 28-30) which would impart deforming force 
resistant to bending/deformation (Col 3 lines 

on the conveyed object. 
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APP ,N0. 10/758,94 herein , whto hare Intended 

part,cu,arty,n : rji-— 

at least because Hurd does mgtter rf 

■ , ♦hoQtated functions Accordingly, tnesuuj 

irrr^ 

claim 15 should be withdrawn. 

New Claims 18-20 , hv fte disclo sure in the specification. 

. • -.a on are fully supported by the aiscius 
New cla.ms 18- 20 are tuny - ttpri bv £x Parte Porter, 25 

« and 19 are method claims of the type perm.tted by Ex 

presented arguments. Entry of ana 

COnC,U !la b ove— ationandaiiowanceonhisappiicafionarenow 
ln vie „ of *e above, ^ ^ ,„ 

Tb ledth^hape.onaio.eiepbone 
iss ue which the Examiner feels may be best reso 
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kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone 



interview, the Examiner is 
number listed below. 



Respectfully submitted, 
CAHN & SAMUELS, LLP 




Jauric^fc' CShn, hsq. 
Reg/No. 30,454 
2000 P Street, N.W. (Suite 200) 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
Telephone: (202)331-8777 
Facsimile: (202)331-3838 

May 23, 2005 
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